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danger from attack by other countries he took the same line as
Mr. Roxas—recalling the fact that the other great Pacific Powers,
Japanf England, and France, were all members of the League of
Nations, and declaring that the Philippines aspired to membership
of the League when they had become free and independent.1
On the 10th March, 1930, Senator Hawes5 Bill (S. 3822) was added
to the record and taken into consideration along with other Bills
before the Senate Committee. It aimed at the renunciation of the
sovereignty of the United States over the Philippines and at providing
for a convention to frame a new constitution and a plebiscite of the
Philippine people on the question of independence.
Strong opposition to the whole movement came from the Cabinet
as represented in the persons of Mr. Patrick J. Hurley, Secretary of
War, and Mr. Stimson, Secretary of State. Mr. Hurley considered
that it would be 'inexpedient and hazardous to attempt to anticipate
future developments by fixing any future date for ultimate inde-
pendence ', and he held that 'no commitment, legal or moral, exists
as regards immediate independence or independence within any
specific period of years5.2 Mr. Stimson concurred with Mr. Hurley.
He thought that independence would be disastrous to the Filipinos
because they were quite unprepared for it either politically or
economically. He believed that the removal of American control
would lead either to anarchy or oligarchy, whereby a small class of
Filipinos would exercise arbitrary powers over the ordinary indi-
vidual, and in this small class he placed money-lenders and local
politicians. He held that the future of the United States in the Far
East depended upon its reputation for justice, and he pleaded for
fair dealing towards all Filipinos in an enlightened and far-seeing
way.3
In June the Committee reported to the Senate. A majority
favoured the Hawes Bill (S. 3822); but there were four dissidents,
of whom the chairman of the Committee, Senator Bingham, was one.
The minority held that a five-year period as an interval for readjust-
ment was far too brief a time, and that the prescription of this period
was tantamount to a grant of immediate independence.4 They were
convinced that the Filipinos were not yet prepared for the grant, and,
not unnaturally, they gave great weight to the evidence submitted
by the two members of the Cabinet. It ward beside the mark, said the
repoft, eto argue that the Filipinos . .. should be taken at their word
and given that for which they were clamouring: namely, immediate
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